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Mr. Speaker, these are daunting sta-
tistics. And what makes matters worse
is that this administration has done
little to combat this rising tide of drug
use. The Clinton administration’s 1995
budget proposed to cut 621 drug en-
forcement slots, and although Congress
fought most of the cuts, 227 agents still
lost their jobs with the Drug Enforce-
ment Agency.

Mr. Speaker, this is a serious prob-
lem which demands serious answers.
And the only answer we get from Presi-
dent Clinton when asked if he would in-
hale if he had it to do over again is,
“Sure, if | could. | tried before.”

THE SPEAKER AND ETHICS

(Mrs. SCHROEDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, 1
year ago, the Speaker of this House
was unable to find a room anyplace in
this Capitol Hill complex for the Demo-
crats to have a hearing on Medicare
cuts, and so we were outdoors—out-
doors—for many long days talking
about what they were trying to do be-
hind closed doors. And when seniors
came to the Hill a year ago to ask the
questions of the committees who were
in charge, Speaker GINGRICH had them
arrested and we had to go get them
out. And now when we have charges
against the Speaker that have been
analyzed by an outside independent
counsel, we are not allowed to see
them. What is going on here?

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CHRYSLER. Mr.
make a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman will suspend. The gentleman
will state his point of order.

Mr. CHRYSLER. Mr. Speaker, the
gentlewoman from Colorado is violat-
ing House rules by referring to matters
before the Ethics Committee which are
specifically forbidden in House rules.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. May | be heard on
the point of order, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman may be heard.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. My question is,
what does this House do when not only
just a regular Member of the House but
the chief officer of the House, the third
in line for the presidency, has these se-
rious charges and we cannot see them
even though they were publicly funded?
Why can we not discuss them on this
House floor and why are we told we
must go outside to discuss them as we
had to do Medicare cuts?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For rea-
sons previously stated, the Chair sus-
tains the point of order and asks the
gentlewoman to proceed in order.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, |
thought the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. LEwWIS] made a very emotional and
correct approach. There comes a time
when we all must stand up and say,
what are these rules for? Are they to
keep the American people from learn-
ing the truth?

Speaker, |
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I am shocked that the United States
of America that believes in free speech
is gagging Members of Congress about
the third most important elected offi-
cial in America, and | am stunned the
other side is insisting on that.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3259,
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1997

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, | call up
House Resolution 529 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REsS. 529

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 3259) to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 1997 for intelligence and intel-
ligence-related activities of the United
States Government, the Community Man-
agement Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Disability
System, and for other purposes. All points of
order against the conference report and
against its consideration are waived. The
conference report shall be considered as
read.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). The gentleman from Florida
[Mr. Goss] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from California [Mr. BEILENSON], pend-
ing which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, this rule is standard for
a conference report, and is a fair prod-
uct given our time constraints as we
conclude this session of the Congress.
The rule before us waives all points of
order against the conference report ac-
companying the bill H.R. 3259, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
1997 for intelligence and intelligence-
related activities of the U.S. Govern-
ment, the community management ac-
count, and the Central Intelligence
Agency retirement and disability sys-
tem and for other purposes. In addition
the rule provides that the conference
report shall be considered as read.

Mr. Speaker, I was honored to have
participated in the tremendous effort
that led to the completion of this bill.
As a member of the House Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence—
generally known as HPSCI—I was
proud to serve under the tough and fair
leadership of my chairman, Mr. Cowm-
BEST, In crafting this bill. It is a prod-
uct | think we can all be proud of, born
of bipartisan and bicameral coopera-
tion and negotiation.

Mr. Speaker, | thought my colleague
from California, Mr. BEILENSON, put his
finger on an important point yesterday
in our Rules Committee meeting, as he
often does, when he said that no one
pays much attention to our Nation’s
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intelligence programs. The truth is
that, given the very nature of the
topic, intelligence matters do not have
a natural public constituency and do
not generally arise for discussion
around America’s dinner tables. But, as
Mr. BEILENSON also pointed out, per-
haps that is as it should be—and 1
would argue that fact is a testament to
the successes we have had with our in-
telligence operations, for the most
part. Yes, there have been some high
profile problems—and we have worked
hard to be sure we deal with them ex-
peditiously and effectively. But over-
all, the way you know that there is
good news in the intelligence world is
when you hear no news at all. That is
how the intelligence business works—
the success stories are those that never
become stories at all, because good, ac-
curate, and timely intelligence allowed
us to prevent bad things from happen-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, it is my view that the
changing world around us makes good
intelligence more necessary than ever
before. There are more varied threats
and more dispersed targets and the
need for us to have well-tuned and
properly trained eyes and ears has
never been greater. The Intelligence
Oversight Committees of this Congress
recognize that and have conducted our
oversight in a thoughtful and com-
prehensive manner. In addition to the
efforts of our House committee, known
as IC 21, which made some very impor-
tant recommendations for adapting our
intelligence capabilities to be ready for
the next century, there was also the so-
called Aspin-Brown Commission Re-
view, which | was privileged to serve
on. These efforts have laid down the
groundwork and we now must move
ahead in developing consensus and im-
plementing meaningful change. Fi-
nally, Mr. Speaker, let me say that ev-
eryone understands the intense com-
petition that exists in our finite budget
world when it comes to the expenditure
of America’s tax dollars.

We know that that intelligence is a
necessary commodity that saves lives
and allows for prudent decisionmaking
by our leaders, decisions that are not
just involved with the military, al-
though we all know that is a major
component, but decisions also in other
vital areas, such as fighting terrorism
and dealing with the international
drug problems.

I think this bill addresses these
needs, although | think we must guard
against expanding international law
enforcement activity at the expense of
intelligence operations.

Mr. Speaker, this is a fair rule, and it

is a good bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, |

yield myself such time as |
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | thank my good friend,
the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
Goss], for yielding the customary half
hour of debate time to me.

may
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